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Summary of Results of Three Studies of Gifted Students 
- in the Grossmont Union High School District 



Study #1 

Comparison of the Academic Achievement of Enrolled and 
Unenrolled 1976 Gifted Graduates 



■ ■ ■ " - 


Total 
enrolled 
gifted 
N=74 


Total 
unenrolled 
gifted 
N«S9 


Unenrolled 
gifted at 
schools with 
no program 
N-32 


Mean score on individually 
administered IQ test 


138.15 


138.22 


XO/ • ^ Z 


Median score on individually 
administered IQ test 


135 


137 




Mean Grade Point Average 


3.726 


3.229 


3 . 278 


Number of 4.0 graduates 


12 




2 


Number with CPA's above 3.S 


67 


20 


14 


Range of GPA scores 


2.84-4 .0 


2.04-4.0 


2.04-4.0 


j^icdji o/\i veroai score 


565.143 


511.212 


517.647 


Mean SAT Math score 


6 26.00 ' 


546.06 


573.529 


Percent , of students taking 
SAT test ^ 


97% 


• 56% 


62.5% 


Average number of advanced classes 
other than gifted classes taken 


3 




1.37 


Percent of students taking 4 
or more advanced classes other 
than gifted classes 


36%' 


.51 


9% 
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Study # 2 

Results of Surveys given to Random Samples of Gifted Enrolled, 
Their Parents, and Their Teachers 

(Total enrolled -428) 



Percentage of student responses indicating 

satisfaction with academic progress on 2 ^ 
different surveys 

Survey #1 N of sample 134 76% 
Survey #2 N of sample = 109 74% 

Percentage of parent responses rating 
their child as ^'improved" or "much 
improved** in academic skills and altitudes 

N of sample ^ 111 84% 

Percentage of students evaluating their 
teachers as "strong" or "outstanding" 

N of sample = 178 84% 

Percentage of student , responses evaluating 
their course work as "good" or "excellent" 

N of sample = 121 90% 

Percentage of students evaluated by their 
teachers as showing "increase" or "marked 
increase" in academic performance 

N of sample = 164 85% — 
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Study * 3 



Comparison o£ response to Questionnaire by 
Enrolled and Unenrolled Gifted 

(N=41) (N-30) 



1) Percent receiving 3 or more scholarships 
or awards 

Enrolled 74 
Unenrolled 5 

2) Percent planning to attend a 4 year college 
or university 

Enrolled 66.7 
Unenrolled 45 

3) Percent planning to spend 5 or more years 
in higher education 

Enrolled 66 .7 

Unenrolled 35 

4) Percent electing not to attend college 

Enrolled 7 
Unenrolled 27- 

5) No significant differences were revealed 
in number and sources of friends » school 
activities, or attitudes toward peers. 
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Background of the studies 

Students who score at or above 132 on an individually 
administered IQ test are identi£ie4 as ''gifted'' by California 
State Law and are eligible to participate in state-funded 
programs. In 1975-76, 428 identified students participated 
in gifted course offerings in the Grossmont Union High 
School District. 284 identified students did not participate 
for reasons which included schedule conflicts, parental and/ 
or student choice, and lack of available programs. 

Purpose of the studies 
Study #1 had two purposes: 

a) to compare the achievement of enrolled and unenrolled 
gifted graduates to determine if program participation 
affects performance. 

b) to provide objective data for measuring the achieve- 
ment of students who have been enrolled in gifted 
programs . 

Study #2 was designed to survey: 

a) the attitudes of enrolled --gifted about their aca- 
demic progress, their teachers, and their course 
work. 

b) the attitudes of parents toward the gifted program 
presently operating in the Grossmont District. 

c) teachers of the. gifted as to whether student pro- 
gress and achievement are appropriate for the ability 
of the gifted 

Study # 3 was designed to compare responses of enrolled and 
unenrolled gifted graduates in regard to: 

a) attitudes toward peers, school, teachers, and self. 

b) numbers of activities and hours spent therein. 

c) numbers of scholarships and awards earned. 

d) educational aspiration beyond high school. 
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Conclusions drawn from the three studies will serve as an 
evaluation of the gifted program of the Grossmont Union High 
School District, as well as a guide for counselors, parents, 
and students. 

Design of Study #1 

The academic records of all 133 identified gifted 1976 
graduates were studied* 74 had been enrolled in gifted 
courses for one year or more during grades 9-12; 59 had not 
been so enrolled. Grade point averages, SAT scores, and 
participation in advanced classes other than gifted classes 
were compared. Advanced classes were defined as academic 
classes which are generally not required for college entrance 
although enrollment is encouraged. These classes were third 
and fourth year foreign language, English IV or equivalent 
elective. Physics, Advanced Chemistry, Advanced Biology, 
Algebra II, Advanced Senior Math, Math Seminar, and Calculus. 

32 of the 59 unenrolled gifted attended schools at 
which no programs were offered. Their records were compared 
to ascertain if the gifted at such schools performed better 
than the total unenrolled group. 

Results of Study »1 

The results pf the first study revealed several differ-" 
ences in achievement, although the mean IQ scores of the two 
groups were remarkable similar (enrolled mean = 138,15, 
unenrolled mean=l38 . 22 • ) The median score of the two groups 
showed the unenrolled group to be two IQ points/higher than 
the enrolled group (enrolled median « 135, unenrolled » 1370 



It should be noted that the majority of identifying IQ tests 
are give in grade 2. If the two groups were individually 
tested today the results might differ markedly. Nonetheless, 
it is important for this study to note that the actual IQ 
scores existing for the two groups both slightly favor the 
unenrolled as potential achievers. 

!• Mean GPA of 74 enrolled gi " ted graduates compared 
to that of 59 unenrolled graduates revealed an 
average difference of .497 of a grade point in 
favor or the enrolled group. 

Mean GPA enrolled 3.726 
Mean GPA unenrolled 3. 22 2 

.49^ net difference 

2. The number of 4.0 graduates differed with the enrolled 
having 10 more. 

In the enrolled group 12 or 16% 
In the unenrolled group 2 or 3% 

3. 90% of the enrolled gifted had GPA's above 3.5 
versus 36% of the unenrolled: 

In the enrolled group 67 of 74 i 
In the unenrolled group 20 of 59 j 

4. The range of CPA's differed, showing that the lowest 
GPA of the enrolled groups was .80 of a grade point 
higher that the lowest GPA of the unenrolled group: 

Enrolled GPA Range 2.84-4.0 range = 1.16 
Unenrolled GPA Range 2.04-4.0 range «= 1.96 

5. Mean verbal score of the enrolled gifteci was 53.931 
points higher than for the unenrolled: 

Mean SAT Verbal score enrolled 565.143 
Mean SAT Verbal score Unenrolled 511. 212 

net difference in points 53.931 

6. Mean SAT Math scores were even more disparate: 

Mean SAT Math score enrolled 626.00 
Mean SAT Math score unenrolled 546 .06 
net difference in points yy .94 

7. 70 of 74 enrolled gifted students took the SAT test 
(90%) compared to 33 of 59 unenrolled students (56%.) 

9 
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8. The mean nuirber of advanced classes other than gifted 

classes selected by the enrolled proup was 3.066, for the 
unenrolled ^roup, , Specific numbers of students 

electing advanced classes v/ere: 

Enrolled (N=74) Unenrolled (N=59) 



Number of advanced 


Number of 


dumber of advanced 


Nuipber of 


classes selected 


students 


classes selected 


students 




selectinp 




selecting 


0 


3 


0 


35 


1 


9 


1 


7 


2 


15 


2 


10 


3 


20 


3 


4 


4 


15 


4 


2 


5 


6 


5 


1 


6 


4 


6 


0 


7 


2 


7 


0 



10 



27 of 74 |(36%) of the enrolled gifted tooK four or more 
advanced classes other than gifted classes compared to 3 
of 59 (.5%) of the unenrolled group. 

Kith the /exception of the SAT ^ath score, the records 
of the unenrolled gifted at schools with pro;:rains didn't 
differ notably from those of the enrolled gifted at 
schools without programs. 

Mean SAT Math score unenrolled 

at schools witli no prograin 573 . 529 

Mean SAT Math score of unenrolled 
at 5:rhools with gifted progra::. 546 ,060 
net difference in points 27.469 

^t should be noted tliough, that this score of the 
unenrolled is 52.471 points lower than the enrolled score. 

Design qf Study #2 

Evaluation forms were given to six random samples of 
enrolled students ^ their parents, and their teachers. Two self- 
evaluation forms were given to students, one program cvnluation 
form was given to parents, one teacher evaluation and one 
course evaluation were given to students, and 39 teachers 
were asked to evaluate the academic progress of 167 ' 

10 



randomly selected students. Responses were tallied and con- 
verted to percentages of total responses to each item. The 
forms themselves, with the percentages for each item, can be 
found in the appendix. 



Results of Study ? 2 

1. 134 enrolled students evaluated themselves on de.eree of 
improvement in several academic and social areas as 
''improved'' or "much improved*' an average of 76% ^..f the 
time 



Sampl e items : 
tliemselves to i 

! - 


^Students were asked 
vhere they were one 
?erGent of responses 


to compare 
year prior) 




much 
less 


less 


about 
same 


more 


much 
r:ore 


Ability to 
make ^ decisions 
and v;ork to- 
ward my poal 


0% 




15% 


44% 


41% 


Knowledge of 
subject manner 


01 


1% 


13% 


16% 


70% 
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109 enrolled students evaluated their rate of growth 
on 20 academic Qualities as "more than average" or 
"exceptional" 75% of the time. 



Sample items : (^complete responses in appendix J 
Students were asked to check their rate of 



I think I can 
estimate my owi 
strengths 5 
weaknesses 

I tend to stay 
with a problem 
wnt i 1 T cnn 
solve it 



not 
at al 


some- 
, wliat 


aver- 
age 


more 
than 
aver , 


excpt . 
wel 1 


0% 


0% 


16% 


48%. 


36% 


\o% 


1% 


1 19% 


44% 


36% 



li 
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Ill parents rated their enrolled child as "improved'' or 
"much improved^' an average of 84% of the time. 31 
attached written comments favorable to the program. 



Sample responses {.Complete responses in appendixj 
(Parents were asked,. .to compare their child to 
the previous >earl 




much 
less 


less 


about 
same 


nore 


much 
more 


Knowledge of 
subject matter 


1% 


11 


12% 


54% 


32% 


Curiosity about 
learning new 
things 


0^ 




20% 


49% 


29% 



178 enrolled students evaluated their teachers as ''out- 
standing'' or "strong" an average of 84% of the time. 



Sample response s (Complete responses in appendfxj 



Teacher-'s 
knowle4ge 
of sub- 
ject matter 

Ability to 
explain diffi- 
cult areas so 
students can 
understand 



out* 
stndg 



68% 



52% 



strong 



30% 



>8% 



avg 



2% 



8% 



below 



0% 



2% 



unsatis 
factory 



0% 



0% 



121 students evaluated their course work positively 
90% of the time. \ 



Sample responses (Cpmplete responses in appendix) 
Is the organization and structure of the course 
appropriate to the areas of inquiry? 

inappropriate 4% appropriate 28% highly appr> 68% 



Would you recommend this class to other academi* 
cally talented students ? 

not at all 6%— .somewhat 28%- highly 66% 
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6: 39 teachers evaluated 164 students (average number 
of evaluations per teacher=40) as ''increasing" or 
"ms^rkedjy increased" in knov/ledge an, average of 
85% of the time. 



mple responses (Complete responses in appendix 

(teachers were aslced to umpare individual 
students with their ability at start of coursej 



effective 
ness of 
study 
skills § 
habits 

capacity 
to cre- 
ate orig- 
inal idea's 
and pro 
ducts 



marked 
loss 



0% 



0% 



dimin- 
ishing 



0% 



0% 



about 
same 



21% 



8%. 



increas- 
ing 



31% 



36% 



marked 
increase 



48% 



56% 



Design of Study #3 

Questionnaires were se^it to all 133 gifted graduates of 
1976. 74 had been enrolled in gifted courses fox one year or 
more in grades 9 - 12, 59 had not been so enrolled . Questions 
regarding career and educational plans, peers, teachers, friends, 
educational influences and aspirations , self -satisfaction, 
scholarship and awards, and community and school activities 
were asked. The term ''gifted*' was never mentioned, to avoid 
biasing answers • ■ \ 

,30 of the 59 unenrolled gifted ;C49. 5%) and 41 of the 74 
enrolled (55.5%) responded. ' 



1 
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RESULTS OF STUDY #3 
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QUESTION . (Responses reported in^percents) 


ENROLLED 


UNENROLLED ' 


li Please check which be^t dp^crihes voiir nn^sf hioh 
school; olans i 

' ' ' ' ■ ' ■ ; '' 






(1] worki'- 


6.7 


27 0 


[2} comunity college 




'"" "2^.0 


5l business roUeap ■ ■ 


0 0 


0 0 


(4] private vocational school 


0.0 


3.0 




40./ 




(6l other collese or universitv 


20. () 


— ^ - 


[7] travel i 


"oT "" 




^ . . III 1, 1 L.. 






(2. Thi *H pnaV wi 11 nrnh^hlv taVp' 

•< # 'Lilj.J ^vax nlll M-lVUClL/l/ Ldl^w * 






(0) don't know . . , 


■16.7 


20.0 


(1) . no years^ ot stuJy past high scliool. .' ■ 


■ 0.0 ■" 


'■■"5.0 ■ 


(2) 1 - i^years of : study past high school 


0.0 -■ 


15.0. 


• . (3j 3- - 4 years ot study past high school ■ ' 


"■16.7 


2S..,0 


{\] b - t) years ot stud)' past high school 


40. 0: ■ 


IS.O 


(Sj 7-8 years ot ;study past high school - ' 


16.7 




. (6j y or more years ot study-past high school. 




5.0 • 








3. Several crouus of statements about hiph school follow 
.In each group of five, select the one statement which best 
describes your viewpoint, and put a check in the' space 
behind it. ■ ^ ' 
In high school: , ^ ' 




■ : 


(l) I learned almost not^iing 


0.0 


, '> 0.0 . 


' (2) I learned in some classes, but not many 


"TIT 


■" 10.0 


(3] I learned in about half my classes 


MO.O 


25.0 


(7) 1 learned in many of . my classes ^ 


".36.7 


" 30.0. 


[SJ 1 learned m almost all ot my cliasses 


46.7 


35.0 









i^uEoiiuiN (Responses reported m percents J 


CiNKULLtU 


HMCMDAI T cn 

UNtNKULLtU 


4. My high school: , ' 






(Ij provided almost no opportunities for leadership 


3.3 


10.0 




in n 


jU.U 


(3) provided a fair number of opportunities for, . 
leadership 


40.0 


25.0 


. (4) provided many opportunities for leadership ' 


36.7 


15.0 


(51 provided as manv oooortunities as one could 
wish for 


10.0 


20.0 








5. , Opinions of school: : " 






(1) , I hated attending this school 


3.3 


o.o 


(2) I disliked attending this school 


3.3 


'5.0 


(3] It was O.K. 


16.7 


25.0 


(4) I enjoyed attending this school 


S 3 1 3 


4.5.0 


(5) r was very happy' attending this school 


, 23.3 


25.0 


/' ■ ■ ' ■ 

- — - ...1 1 .1 .-i' . _ _ ■ 






6. My high school:^ 




— - - - r- 


(Ij provided^almost no opportunities for personal, g-rowth 


0.0 


5.0 ■■' 


provided a few opportunities for, personal growth 


26.7 


20. 0', 


(3) provided a fair numb,er of opportunities for 
personal growth • ■ ' ■ 


30.0 


25.0 


(4) .providec many opportunities for personal growth 


• 33.3 


• 35.0 . 


(5) provided as many opportunities for personal growth \ 
as one could wish for . 


10.0 • 


■ 15.0 



qutbiiUNb .(Responses reported m percents) 






How would you rate your school on its atmosphere? 






! (1) I always felt tnreat'^ned ana insecure tnere 




' n n 


(2j J often felt threatened and insecure tnere 






fll T fpit threatened and in<;ecure half the time! 
\ nkflv half the time 


16.7 


10.5 ■ 


(4) 1 I usually felt secure and unthreatened there 

> .. : i . _ .. ■■ ■ 


46;7 


' 63.2 . 


(5) I always felt secure an^ unthreatened there 


36.7 ■ 


26.3 . 








ft Whirh iQ trnp<;t about vour tp^rhpr*;? 






(1) None were able to conununicate knowledg^^at all , 


OJ 


0.0 ^ 


(7) A few were able to communicate knowledge\ but 
not manv \ 


' 6.7 


IS.O 


(3) About half were able to communicate knowledge', 
the other half not • — . 


20.0 


2'S.O 


(4]' Most of the teachers were able to communicate 
' knovlecjge , /. 


53.3 


35.0' 

— « 1— 


(5) Almost all the teachers' w re able to communicate'' 
•knowledge 


■ 20,0 


■ , 25.0 








9. How /would you evaluate your teachers 'on^theiT';ability 
to provide opportunities for personal growth in student? 






. [1)' Alriiost none of my teachers ever di'd this 


OJ 


■ 0.0., 


(■2j A few of my teachers did' tMs, but not many 


34.5 


45.5 : 


(3) About half of my teachers did this, /about half didn't 34.5 


20.0 


(4) Most of my teachers did this at some time 


17.2 


25.0 V 


(5)' AlmDst all my teachers did this 


13.8 


10.0 1 
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QUESTIOl^S (Responses reported in percents) 



10. How would you rate your teachers as human beings? 



(1) i^lmost all of the^ wefe cold aind unfriendly 



ost wer cold t. unfriendly but a few were nice 



(3) .,i,.,at half ;;e;e unfriendly, about, half were 
friendly 



(4) Most of my t^eachers weie warm and friendly 



ENROLLED 



0.0 



10. 



50. 



10. S 
10.5 



(5) Almost all ly teachers were warm and friendly^ 



40. 



15.8 



ik. How would you compare your teachers to teachers in 
other schools? . " 



(I.),- My teachers are worse than the teachers at 
other schools 



0.0 



(2) Most of my teacljers are worse than teachers 
at other schools, but a few are okay 



3.6 



(3) My teachers are like" teachers at other schools, 
' no better, no worse 



25.0 



.0.0 



0.0 



62,5 



(4) Most of; my teachers are better than teachers at 
other schocls, but' a few are not as good 

(5) My teachers are better than teachers at other 
schools 



53.6 



17.9 



'37.5 



0.0' 



ST(^NIF1CANCE = Q.Q"53Q 



12. How many school activities did you participate inl 



(1) none 
"[IJ~l'ne activity 



0.0 
7TT 



"(3) two"activities 



(4) three activities 



■26.7 



(5) four 'activities 



10.0 



(6) five activities 



"10.0 



(7) six or more 



3.3 



5.0 
TOT 



20.0 



5.0 

5(0 
0.0 



(Responses reported m percents) 


ENROLLED 


UNENROLLED 


13. About how many total hours a week did you devote 
, to the above activity or activities? (see question 12) 






(1) 0 ■ 1 hours 


10.0 


16.7 


(2) 2 - 4 hours 


6.7 


5.6 


(3) S - 7 hours 


16.7 


22.2, 


(4) 8 - 10 hours 


10.0 


22.1 


11 - 13 hours ■ ,, 


20.0 , r 


' 5.6 


^(6) 14 - 16 hours , 


13.3 


n 1 
lit i 


[1] 11 ' 19 hours 


6.7 . ■ 


' 0.0 








If., riease cnecK your comiiiuniiy activities during nigh school 
• for which you did not get paid. 






(1) not active in the community / 


3.3 


15.0 


(2) church related activities 


73.3 . 


75.0 , 


(3) -scouting 


,20.0 


10.0 • 


(4) political activity ; , 


0.0 


0.0, 


. |5j volunteer work in hospital 


3.3 


.'OJ 


(6) volunteer work for., public or private agencies 


0.0 


0.0. ■. 








ij. AuuuL jiuw uioiiy nuuib a^weeK Qiu you QcVoie lo tne.aoove 
activity? .. "{See' question' 14) , 






• Q) 0 l>'hour ■ y 


42.9 


63.2 . 


(2) 2 - 4 hours 


28. 6\ 


15.8 


■ (3) 5 - 7 .hours . . 


14.3 \ 


10.5 


(4) ,8 '10 hours . . 


3.6 


\ . 5.3 


. (5). ■11 ' 13 hours 


■■■7.1 . 


\ 0.0 


[\}) " io nours 


3.0 


\ r\ f\ 
\ ^'^ 


•. m- ify - 19 hours - _ 


;,0.0 




(81 h hours or more 


0,0 ^ 


. 5V^ . . 
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QUESTIONS (Responses reported in percents) ' 


ENROLLED 


UNENROLLED 

1 , . .. 


16. Compared to how you see other students learn, how 
easy is it tor you to learn: 






n^i Ipjirnino i<; VPTV difficult fCi HIS 


37.9 


42.1 


(2) Learning is somewhat difficult for me 


27.6 


31.6 


(3) Learning is sometimes easy and sometimes hard 
for me 




21 1 • 


(4] Learning is usuauy easy lor me 


6.9 

via/ 


5.3 


,x (5) Learning is very easy for me 


3,4 


10 






17. Compared, to how other ^students react, in a competiave 
«;itiifltion, how easy is it for you to be competitive? 






, (1) "Competition makes me very nervous; I don't enjoy 
it -at all 


0.0 . 


0.0 . 


Jl\ T /IicIiVp rnTTinPtitiVP situations 


76 7 ^ 


15.8 


(x\ rnmnpfitinn !<; nVav at times* other times not 


36.7 


47,4 


(4) I usually enjoy competition 


9fi 7 


26.3 


r, (5) I enjoy competition very much 


10.0 

1 


10.5 








18, Here are some common sources of friendship. Check state- 
ments which are true for you. 
We became friends,...'.. 


; 




fll throueh sports (yes)" 


53.3, 


50.0 


throuph snorts ^fno) 


46.7 ■ 


' 50.0 ' 


(21 because or one narticular class together .(yes]. 


n^i'"- ' 


S5.0 


because of one particular class together (no J ^ 


16.7, 


■ is.o, , 


' r31 because we lad many classes together (yes) ^ 


13.3 


i 65.0 ■ 


because we lad manv classes together (no] 


"4^.7 ■ 


35.0 


(4) through common interest in school activities [yesj 


III . 


" 45. 0 


" » thro|ugh common interest m school activities (no) 


■M6.7 


5S.0 


(5) throjigh out-of- school activities (yes) 


■ 7?-;7- 


" 510 


through out-of-schooLactTvities [no] 




,• 50.0 


;6; through same hobby, or special interest [yes] . 


■"ITS' 


30.0 


. through same hobby or special interest (no) 


■ 5'6.7 " 


" 70.'0 


(71 beraii'^p we've oone thrniia^i school tftoethdr (yes) 


,76.7 


60.0 


hec^iise we've ,gone through' school toeeilief (nj)! 


73.3' 





QUESTIONS (Responses reported in percents) 


ENROLLED 


IINENROLLED 


19 On fliiestion tl8 Sources of Friend^hin. a tallv was 
• taken on how many sources the students checked. 
The following was derived: 
Students checking: 






(1) 1 source 


,13.3 


10.5 


(21 2 sources 


6.7 


10. S 


(3] 3 sources 


10.0 


21.1 


(4) 4 sources 


16.7 


5.3 


fS"! 5 sources 


30.0 


31.6 ( 


[oj 6 sources 


'6;7 


10.5 


(7) All 7 sources 


16.7 


1 A F 

10. '5 








20. Which statement best describes you? 






(1) I have no friends 


6.9 


5.0 


(2) I have l,or 2 close friends 


20.7 


25.0 


(3) I have 3 or 4 close friends . 


27,6 


,20.0 


, (4) I have 5 or 6 close friends 


24.1 


15.0. . 


[0) i iiave / OT 0 Close iiienus 


H 8 
i. J . 0 


20 0- 


(6) I have 9 ■ 10 or more close friends 




15.0 








21. Which statement best describes the other students at. 
your school? 






(1) I don't like or respect any of them 


■ OiO 


1 A C 

10.5 


[Ij A rew are oKay^ out lost are jerxs 




XD4 0 


J\^ TlKnii^ hflll *iTP nreHv aoort the vpo^t not 90 oood 


■ i3';t ■■ ■" 


10. 5 


. (4) Most of the kids are good people 


73.3 




(5) All the kids really fine ' 


■ ,0.0 









QUESTIONS (j^gsponses reported in percents: 


ENROLLB 1 


UNENROLie 


22. Which statement best describes your op. i abou^ 
how much an individual should consider -.ety's 
needs in choosing a career? 


! 

1 


(1) Society's needs are unimporttut indiwuiial 
cihmild choose entirely for his i n ...sfac tun 


\ 

2.; • 10.5 


(2) Society's needs should be a small . ^r in 
making a career choice 


ILl ' 42.1 


(3) Society s needs snouiQ oe a major -ui .m 
making a career choice, along wit^^i i- ividuai 
satisfaction 


.50.0 _ 


' 47.4 


(4) Society's needs should be the major ractor in 
making a career choice vath the individuars 
interest taking a small part 


0.0 


■i 

0.0 


(5) Society's needs should determine _ a person's 
rirofi'r rhnirp rpoardless of individual 
desires 


0.0 


0.0 ' ■ 


23. If you could live your high school years over, 
check the statement which would best apply. ; 






(1) I would do it all differently 


0.0 


15.8 


(2) I would do some things differently, other things 
the same 


80.0 


63.2 


(3) I would do it all the same 


20.0 


21.1 



QUES IOf"j (Responses repor-;'.,.. in i. ^rc-^nts) 


^ ENROLLED 


UNENROLLED 


24. ~- . :k the stateiiif-!it5S as tmy ?!r?]lv -.o you.,. 






[. I wish I haa tiaken noi.e crademic classes 
in high schfltcl (yes) 


23.1 


21.4 


I wish I hai taken tm a:adeir:ic :lasses 
in ni^n scii©oL (noj 


/ o,y 


/o.o 


(- .1 wish I had nudied harder in hi,rh school (yes) 


M.8 


63.2 


I wish I haL. s tudied harder in iiiph school (no) 


^5.2 


36.8 


[I] I wish I'd tai<;en more vDcatiowl classes in 

hi oh ^rhrtrtl fvp^l 


"4 5 


33 3 


( • I wish rd taien more vxaticral classes in 

hi oh ^rhnnl (lo) 


65 5 


65 7 


(5 I'm happy with the classes I took in high 
scnooi lyes J 


7Q f 
/o,C 




1 in nappy witn tne cidsses i t^oK m nign 
school (no) 


21.4 


6.3 


[0^ 1 111 udppy \\ iiLi WJial 1 icdiUcU b\) Lai V^^J 


62 1 


S6 3 


i m nappy hiih wnai i iearnsu so rar [no) 




J/ 1 0 








25. If you're going on in school, how c: you feel about.... 






[I'j I dread going, but knov i must to get a good job 


0.0 


5.9 


(2) I don't enjoy school too much, but I know I 
have to go. to do what I want to in life 


10.3 


11.8 


(3) I enjoy school about half the time, so 1 have 
miaed. feelings about goin^ on 


17.2 


23.5 


■ (4) I usually enjoy school and will be glad to 
start school after vacation 


51.7 


47.1 


(5) I love going :o school and can.'t wait to get 
started 


■ 20.7 


' 11.8 









r:.,c-,..c /n " 77^ TTT^ ■ HHROLj: unenrolled 

|PSTIONS (Respr- reported :n percents] \ 

26 Thinking o: -at you could hare learned in hie'r 

sckol, : ^tateiRent be:.t applies? ^ — : 

I (1) I'rc ver ^'issatisfied rith wha: I've les^^^^^^^ \ _ 



so itz - 

(2) I 'nr. s«what dissatisfied wi:h what I've 
leairned far 


20. 


i 

Z0.:0 


Vsi Ti^ Vifl-if rflfisfiGd b 'If disscitisfied witi". 
what rv£ learned so far 


i 

26." 


Z5.0 j 


(4] I'm mostly satisfied with whai I've learn-;, 
so far 


33." 

si hi \ \- 


20.0 ; 


(5) I'm very satisfied with what I've learned 
so far 




:5.d' 


Thinking ot: v:i - most meinorakle learning experience 
in the past- fo::: years, check the answer which 

best applise^- \ \' 
Host memoraoiie learning experience happened: 






(1] in sdiool or school related 


60.0 


61.1 


(2) out of school, not school related 


16.7 


O.G 


(3] no mejiory of such v incident 


1 ^ 


1 38.9 



/ 



.3! 
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ENROLLED 


UNENROLLED ! 


'28. To wh^^i in higli school were you most apt to go 
witn a proDiem aDout scuooi.; 
Priority oraer.../Fesp(mses reported in mean points) 


mean 


mean 


Relist^ iri priority order by U most frequent, 11 second..... 




(^l; trienci or irieriiis 


fi 7667 


6.8333 


{?j parer':. or parents 


6,0000 


6.5263 


l-JJ teaclrsT or teacnp,r<; 


J » g U u U 


5.277S 


[^■] hrnthers or sisters 


5.0000 


S.2000 
_ \ 


(5) school counselQT 


4.8929 


s.oooo 


(6) faiiiy friend 


3,5926 


3.5714 


(") religious leader 


/• j/I4 


Z.2857 : 


(S) conimunity counselor 




L5714 








129. Here are some ways people karn. Please rank them 
m a s'ale of 1 to 8 nuttiffip 11 bv first most 
ccimon way, *2 iy second «st common., for you 
(responses rej^iirtea. in lean points) 






^slisted in priority order by ^1 most frequent 






(1) teaicheJS in class 


6.2759 


6.il211 


(2) te,'athe"5 out of class 


6.4643 


S/SO'O 




4.3571 


5..i5r'9 


i^l nciwsDSioers sad masaiines 


4.0357 


4.^737 


(5) fnfnds 


4.3333 


3.^737 


(6) boK-ks., bclh fict:on and nonfiction 


2.8667 


4384 J 


[7) parents or other family members 


3.7586 


3.01526 


W re'igjous Readers 


\ 3.1000 


,2.7895 


Notice.. pricEities are not the same in both groups 


1 — 





QUESTIONS (Responses reported in percents) 


ENROLLED 


UNENROLLED ' 


30. The last question asked the student tp list 
awards and scholarshiDS received. The 
riumber listed was tallied by percent 
of responses, 


/ 




(1) no awards 


10.0 


40.0 


(l) one award 


10.0 


30.0 


(3) two awards 


10.0 


25.0 


(4) three awards 


33.3 


0.0 


(5) four awards 


6.7 


5.0 


(6) five awards 


3.3 


0,0 


(7) six awards 


6.7 


0.0 


i'^J seven awards 


6.7 


0.0 


(9) eight awards 


3.3 ■ 


0,0 


(10) nine awards 


10.0 


0.0 


***** SIGNIFICANCE = 0.0089' 







C^giiblja^ o iP :s t uid y #1 



1 tkclyr to Include^ 
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\ 



cori eges) r 



I f icely^ to pl an to /dpp>y J^^^ / ^ 

••«ay"!;a^^ ■ "~ -- 
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^No> 1 SELF EVALUATION N=134 



V/ilI you plecse rhink of yourself of the present tine m comporFson to last yeor. As a result of 
thisyecr's v/ork, pleose rote yourself on the following i terns. Ploce the numbers 1, 2, 3^ 4/ end 
5 on the line following each Item occording to the sccie below: 





1. much less 2. less 3. about fhe some 4. mof& 


5, 


much more 










' 1 ■ 


1 2 


j 1 




— ri 


1. 


Knav/ledge of subjecf noUcr orecs (science, socici studies, efc.} 


0 7. 


17. 


13% 


.16 7. 


70 


2. 


Abi lit"/ ^o see how things go together In a situotlon 
(see relationships 


0 


-0 


16 ■ 


57 .. 


27 


3. 


Ability to find Information 


0 


2 


14 


. 38 


46 


4. 


Ability to work well by myself 


0 


1 


26 


33 


40; 


5. 


Ability to fudge the usefulness of facts 


0 


0 




40 


48 


6. 


Ability to think things through for myself > . 


0 


4 


30 


40 


26 


7. 


Ability to accept responsibility 


0 


0 


18 


38 


;'44 


8. 


Knowledge of my strengths and weaknesses 


0' 


3 


23 


36 


38 


9. 


Sense of personal. worth and self-confidence 


0 


2 




35. 


36 


70. 


Ability to make decisions oj^d work toward my own goals 


. 0 


0 


I 

15 f 44 


41' 


n. 


The liking and respec^ of o^thW pupils for me 


0 


. 0 


21 


45 


34 


12. 


Ability to get along with my teacKi£r(s) 


0 


• 2 


20 


40 


38 


13. 


Willingness to do work os a leader v 


£. 


5 


..19 


.31 


*» z. 


14. 


Awareness of the feelings and needs of others 


0 


0 


33 


36 • 


34 


T5. 


Effectiveness of study skills and hcblts 


0 


■ 1 


26 


35 


38 


16. 


Curiosity cbout learning new things 


0. 


. 1 


30 


36 


33 


17. 


Opportunity to experiment with things and idecs 


0 


0. 


• 

■ 25 


1 


31 


IS. 


Origirclity of ideas 


0 . 


0 


29 • 


48 


23 


19. 


Ccpccity to. create or.Iginol ideas or products 


0 


0 


20 


44 


36 


io. 


Strength of my Imaglnction or creativity 


0 


1 


26 


44 


29. 


21. • 


Intierest in school 


0 


' 1 


29 


51 


19 


-22: 
0 


Enjcyr^ent of leoming , 

— 0 U " • ' 


0 


2 


13 


40 


45 
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(\o, /2 SruDcNT StLF-t VALUATION SCALE N = 109 

Check occording to your rating of gro^v^h In the following oreos: 

K not of all 2. 5omev/hot 3. overoge 4. more than overcge 5. exceprioncl 







1 


■2 


J 




5 




, I .'»ntnK 1 con csrirnwrc my o^/ri diicii^iiid uriu v/cur;noj^a « 


0 z 


0 z 


16% 


48% 


36 


b. 

/ 


I feel a sense of personol worth. 


1 


0- 


32 


■ 30 


37 


/ • 


1 ploce too greaf o value on obtoining high grades. 


;i 


■ 1 . 


36 


38 


24 


d. 


I feel o "need lo know." 




0 


21 


4.3 


36 


e* 


1 volue learning for Us own sake. 


0 


0 


21 


32 


4? 


c 

« • 


"differenf" children. 


0 


2 


21 


40 


37 


9- 


I have respect for othen regardless of fheir stojus, 
color, or creed. 


0 


0 


23 




-2 


h. 


I om cware of the feelings bnc needs of others. 


0 


2 


30 


39 


2S 


i. 


1 feel comfortable with sltu.atior^ which may not ^ 
r. nave righf or Vrong onswers. 


0 


. 0 


20 


• 33 


47 


* 
1 


I dm willing to moke up my own mind. 


u 


0 - 

A, 








Ic. 


1 am willing to consider more thon one solution 
to o problem. 


1 ■ 


0 


30 


37 


32 


1 


1 think 1 come up with ongmc> ideas. 


0 


■' 1 


30 


31 


36 


m. 


I rnin< i nave o srrong imaginanon 


u 


u 


OR 






n. 


1 proQuce an ooecuore amounr or woric or scnooi . 


. 0 


0 


on 




0 c 
AC 


o* 


1 procuce worK or nign CjUoii-«.y. 


1 


0 


JU 








t * « vy m r r O r t rtlrfl^llit tCSfCS - 


0 


0 


18 


44 


3£ 




I tend to stoy with a problem until 1 con solve it. 


0 


1 


19 


44 


■ 3^ 


r- 


[give the responses teochers expect of me. 


0 


■ 1 


35 


32 


32 




1 om willif^ to express my ov/n opinions to teachers. 


0 


0 


28 


30 




t. 


' I like to have teachers reoct to my ideas. 


. 0 


1 


30 


■30 
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Pt'pli *s 'Nome; 



Responses repor^ed in gsty 
No: 3 EVALUATION SY PARENTS N = IIJ 

V/II[ you pleose think of your child of fhe p^e5en^ fime m componson fo last year. As a resulh 
of his pcrtlcipoKon In the State Sfuo'y, pleose rofe him on ^he following Items. Place the 
letfcrs a, b, c, d, ond e on the line following ecch Item ccccrding to the scale below. You 
moy hcve difficulty In responding to some of the Items,. PIscse moke the best sstlmcts thot 
you can . 

(o) Much less (b) Leis (c) About the same (c) More (e) Much mora 





Abllihy to think things through for himself 


a 


b 


c 


d 


i 5 


1. 


0 




- "n 9/ 






1 '■ ! 


2. 


Knowledge of sub-iect mcrtter creas (science, social 
stojdics, ond ot'nera he ihos tcicen). 


1 


'l' 


12 




i j 

! 311 


3. 


Interest in school 


0 


0 


28 


46 


\ 


4. 


Ability to see relcrionships 


0 


1 


22 


50 




5. 


Ability to find informction 


0 


■ 1 


■ 22 


50 


27 




Ability to work well by himself 


1 


3 


16 


49 


3] 


7. 


Tne liking and respect of other pupils for him 


0 


0 


10 


38 


52 


8. 


Ability to judge ^he usefulness of facts 


0 


' 0 


18 


48 


34 


9. 


Ability to get along well with his teocher(s). 


0 


2 


lA 


61 


21 


10. 


Enjoyment of learning 


0 


1 


9 


. 

52 


3£ 


11. 


Knowledge of arithmetic^ spelling end other bcsic skills. 


0 ' 


0 


28 


39 


1 

i: 


12. 


Curiosity about learning new things. 


0 




20 


49 


2S 


13, 


Ability to occept responsibility. 


0 


0 . 


20 


42 


36 


H. 


Opportunity to moke things^^jixperlrRent, ond use idecs. 


0 


0 


16 


50 


'34 


15. 


Knowledge of his strengths end v/ecknesses. 


0 


2 


30 


30 


\ 38 


16. 


Willingness to do work cs o leader. 


0 


2 


21 


46 


'31 
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•Evaluation By Parenh (Continued) 
Poge2 

Summary of Responses to Open-ended Questions N = 31 

17. Has participation in the study heiped Kim? (Yes or No) Pleose explain. 

29 "^ 2 

Some conoerxts: Very bored ia regular classes. Greatly widetaed interest in literature". 
Looks forward to class with great interest. The ataosphere created bv a group of 
. eager learners is tremendous. He now likes to work with other people'rmore. She is 
more conscious of the world and life. .Teachers have been an inspiration. MovecKhere 
because of good classes being offered. luvw^ucrc 

18. Has participation created problems for hirr (Yes or No) Please explain- ^ 

7-24 

Four conments regarding family differences of- opinion stimulated by class readings 
and discussions, not necessarily negative, just noticed as a factor. Otherwise 
, nencion of problem of learning to plan ahead and budget time wisely. Viewed ai'a 
positive learning experience though. Some concern expressed about work load. 



19. Wijluld you like to have the program continued? (Yes or No) 

/. 30-1 

Jbical comments: Definitely yes. More challenging programs, like, this are needed. 
Expand the program. for juniors and seniors. There is enduring need for challeneine 
■classes. We can't let this material resource go to waste, Happy with addition 
or more courses. 



20. Whot char>ge$, if any, would you suggest? 

No changes were suggested, other than program expansion. 



21 . What specific changea have you noticed in your child which might be reloted to his 

attendance in the program for gifted students? 

/ • ■ ?. , ■■ ... 

Typical comments: Reads more and better books. Now thoroughly enjoys learning due 
to excellent teaching. More relaxed about school ind more confident. Has a bette- 
attitude toward minorities and less well achieving schoolmates. Has a bette- 
understanding of what being gifted means. Is more knowledgeable about career choices 
and college opportunities . ■ 40 

.■■4o 
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No:\4 



Responses reported in percanf 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF TEACHER N = 178 " 



Nome of course: 

Number in class: 

Grade you received; ~ 

Pleose evaluate the course and the teacher. Please give your honest opinion. Do not give your 
nome, but II would like to know the grade you received in the course so I can relate how the 
course satrafies the needs of students with diffesrent abilities. 



To the best of your memory, please compare wtth all other teachers and courses you hove had. 



Teacher and Course 


Out-- 
stonding 


Strong 


Average 


Below 
Average 


Unsatis- 
"focfory 


1 . 


Knowledge of subject. 


63 % 


30 % 


2 % 


0 % 


0 % 


2'. 


Variety of ocf ivities to moke class interesHna • 




30 


' 8 ■ 


0 


(p. - 


■3. 


Grades students adecjuately and fairly. 


■ 38 


60 


2 


q 


0 


4. 


Planning — Unit sequence - daily preparation, etc. 


58 


32 


8 


2 


0 ■ 


5. 


Personal AppearoncjS • 

(Neatness, approprioteness of dress, etc*) 


55 


42 


3 


0 


0 


6/ 


Voice and speech . 


70 


16 


12 


. 2 


0 


7. " 


Ability to explain difficult arec^.sq 
students ccn understand. 


52 


38 




2 


0 


8. 


Enthusiasm for teoching. 


71 


22 


5 


2 


V, 

0 




Ability to motivate students to do 
their best. 


63 


28 


*» ■ 


1 


, 0' 


10. 


tolerance of attitudes and opinions of 
others 


64' 


28 


6 


2 


0 


IT. 


\ . " 
Friendly and cheerful. 


58 


32 


10 


0 


. p ; 


12. 


Class control-orderly but not too strict. 


47 


42 


10 


1 


■ 0 . 


12. 


Course covered o^equately .the main 
areas of (subfect). 


65 


27 


6 ■ . 


2 


0 


14. 


Homework was meaningful and helpful 
to the students. 


54 


41 


5 - 


0 


0 


15. 


In comparison with other classes, the 
amount I learned was 


68 


28 


•4 , 


.0 


• 0 



\ 
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No' 5 - STUDLNTT -^^ALUATION OFCOURSSWdRK N» 12I 

1. Art objectives of this course c1e«f7 . ~ 70% 

^ / \ L ; : 



1. is Che amount of work r*-quircd appropriate for the credit received? 



22% 



6% . 12 



Too n»jch ^ ^ AbouX Right T^o little 

Coments: 

3, HOM Mould you rate the :u3ntriubut Ion of che\textbook(5) to the course? 

7% . - ^' 36Z . \ ^ . - 

Poof GooT \ ^ ^ ^"ilenc 



Cocnnents: 

Is the organization ami^ structure of the course appropriate to the area of 
InquI ry . 1 

42 , .28% , 68Z 

. inappropriate Appropriate ~ Highly appropriate 

Cosnents: 

5. ya« the knowledge presentt<l In the class adequate? 

122 / 362 / d!L_-^ 



-j^— J— — Adequate ^ More Chan Adequate 

6. OSd thifis course give *» appreciation of the value of the subject matter? 
1% , .242 ^ ^ 752 

jtot at all ~~ Somewhat ^" ^"^ To a great extent 

•J 

7 Would you recoiwpend this couJ^se to other, acddemicaily talented students? 

Not at «il ""^ . Soinewhat ' Highly 

Coments 

8. Oo you fc€l this class wilTbe useful In your higher education? 

762 . 7 • - / 

Very useful ' Usef^Ti ' ~ Mot so useful ~ 

Comnents: 

9. Are the tests given In the class relevant to class work? 

782 / 222. ' , 0^ 

Almost' always ' ' ' Usually Almost never 

Coenments: , 

10. Are the tests and asslgrments of the correct degree of difficulty? 

212 642 . 152 



/ 



Too hard - ' About right -Too easy 

Corments: ,35. 

er|c bo 



Pupil's Name: \ 

Responses reported in oercenK 
No; 6 TEACHER EVALUATION OF PUPIL ' N = 164. ~ 

Pleoje evoluote fhis pupil by plocing the letter A, B, C, D, or E on the line following each Item 
occording to the scole below. Think of him in relotion to his performonce at the start of the progrc/r . 

A. Marked loss B. Diminishing C. About the same D. Increasing E. Marked increase 





i 


A 




■C j 




»» 
U 




Knowledge of subject motfer oreos 


0 X 


0 7. 


6 % 


54 7. 


40 ./. 


2. 


Ability fb think m fenm of the whole ond to see- 
ports in relotion to the whole 


0 


0 


4 


48 


48 
i— 




iveseorcn ski i is 


0 


0 


16 


•67 


17 , 


4. 


Ability to work independently 


0 


0 


12 


48 


40 ... 


5. 


Criticoi thinking ability 


0 


0 


■ 4 


38 


58 


6. 


Ability to solve problems 


0 


0 


6 


1 

42 ! 


- -52 


7 


MDiliry fo occcpi responsiDi uiy 


0 


A 


12 


23 


61 


8 


AI-ktliK/ to m#ftt chollenoes 


0 


2 


6 


28 


64 


9. 


Knowledge of strengths and weaknesses 




n 
\j 


■J 




57 


1.0. 


Sense of personol worth ond self confidence 


.0 


1 • 


4 


34 


6r 


n. 


Ability to moke decisions ond work toword gools 


0 


0 


6 


34 


60 


12. 


Status in peer group 


0 


2 


10 


32 


56 


13. 


Ropport with teacher 


0 


0 


8 


28 ■ 


.64 


14. 


Willingness to do work os o leoder 


0 


0 


2 


37 


61 


15. 


Aworeness of the feelings ond needs of others 


0 


0 


4 


37 


59. 


16. 


Effectiveness of study skills ond hobits 


, 0 


0 


21 


31 


48 


17. 


Curiosity obout learning 


2 


2 


8 


30 


58 


18. 


Opportunity to experimet^t with things ond ideas 


1 


2 


13 


20 


64 


19. 


Originoiity of ideos \ 


0 


2. 


io . 


44 


4.4 


20. 


Copocity to creote originol ideas and products 


0 


0 


. 8 


36 


56 


21. 


Strength of imoginotion ond creotivity 


0 


3 


21 


47 


29 


22. 


Self-underjtonding : 


0 


1 


11 


-34 : 


56 . 


23. 


En |oyment of school' 


0 


0 


6 




52 


24. 


Flexibility , 

* -36- 


0 


0 


12 


31 


■57 



